IB History of the Americas Part I                                       Essay Markband (Rubric)
Essay grade(s) will be determined based on the markband where skills demonstrated are most consistent.  Extra Credit Outlines are worth 2 points each and are added to the Grade %.

	F
50%
	· Answers do not meet the demands of the question and show little or no evidence of appropriate structure
· There is little more than unsupported generalization.

	D
65%
	· There is little understanding of the question, response indicates some understanding of the question OR the question is only partially addressed. (Structure of Argument- Points)
· Historical context (time, place, contextual factors) are under developed and there may be little more than poorly substantiated assumptions. (Context)
· historical knowledge is limited in quality and quantity, with detail being insufficient (Evidence)
· There is a large imbalance between the inclusion of Evidence and the Prove factors, or the Evidence and Prove factors are not appropriately applied. (Evidence and Prove)

	C
75%
	· The demands of the question are generally understood and an attempt at a structured approach, either chronological or thematic has been made. (Structure of Argument-Points)
· An attempt to place events in historical context by introducing time, place, and contextual factors of the topic. (Context)
· Relevant, in-depth, historical knowledge is present but is unevenly applied or may be inaccurate. (Evidence)
· There may be limited argument that requires further substantiation. (Point and Evidence)
· Critical commentary may be present. (Prove)

	B
85%
	· Answers indicate that the question is understood and there is a clear attempt at a structured approach but not all implications regarding potential Points and Evidence have been included. (Structure of Argument)
· Knowledge is largely accurate and relevant in-depth knowledge is applied as evidence (Evidence)
· Analysis or critical commentary are used to indicate some in-depth understanding and relevancy to the central argument but is not consistent throughout. (Prove)
· Points and evidence exhibit contextual understanding, and historical processes, such as comparison and contrast, are understood. (Context)

	A
[bookmark: _GoBack]95%
	· The answer is well structured and well-focused, demonstrating a full awareness of the demands of the question, and if appropriate may challenge it.
· Accurate and detailed historical knowledge is used consistently and convincingly to prove the argument.
· Points and evidence exhibit contextual understanding, and historical processes, such as comparison and contrast, are understood.
· Answers are well structured and balanced by strong evidence supporting knowledge and critical commentary (Prove).
· Critical commentary (Prove) is used effectively to prove the relevance of evidence to the central argument.
· Knowledge is extensive, accurately applied and there may be a high level of conceptual ability.



